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)Complainant

an vs. ) MOTION TO DENY ISXTENTIUN
1 OF TIME TO RESPOND

s Tuwsnn I-llcctric Poser (`mnpany.
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Hvra-h). I Victor Peter Polivkn (Pro-SE Uonlnplainauntl vvspectfndly request tluxlt ills Al.i¢01\:1

(`m~por:»tinn Comnlissinn (ACC) vacates and denies the' Tncsfm Fleet Ric Pmvcr (Wtlupzam

12 (TEP) nmliol\ hr additional time to respond to the l`t>rmal complaint. Hence. Connplninzml

13 states that he never agreed no enter into the meditation pr<»cess, with any 'l*[.*p QOIIIISQI nr

14 representative. Matter of fact. late March 2010 the A(:(' :-malysl assigned to review the

15 complaint. suggested to TEP mediation to resolve the issues. and TEP cmmscl 4k~clincd.

16 For the record. the only in person contact. Complainannl spoke to al TEI' agent on the 9"'.

an1 hf April *~ulu. when the ugunt made the "final decision to deny approval for an (did Tied

18 system". while objecting to the decision .Complainant was informed that TiPs decision was

19 final. Quote: We are n monopoly, we make all the rules' end quote' Then Vin so third party .

*al b months Inter Complainant was asked if he was quilling to "listen" la l.I::l's ln'0pos:\l and 11

21 meeting was scheduled for the '7"' day of Scptcmber 2010. This dale was snhseqlwntly

22 cancelled Hy TFP. Hence. (`0mpluinant requests that there he no change in the procedural

23 direction of the formal cmnplaim process and requests that the ACL adheres to the original

*4 Docket response lime table, as nmndmcd by ACC statutory rules. Extension of response time

25 is lm! iustiliahle and with out any merit. other than to delay the prnccedings
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